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jnana^ we should know whether the validity of this 'artha
faiya jnana^ is external ?  or internal ? If it is external,
it leads to a regress. It cannot be internal also.

Objection : By 'sadhana' we mean the 'arthakriya
Kari vastu'; and by 'phala' we mean the 'artha kriya\ Now
^artha Kriya samvada' gives rise to the validity of the co-
gnition of the object (vastu jnanas), and not to the cogni-
tion of purpose (phala jnana\ because there is further
^arthakriya9 or 'phala'. Hence there can be no regress.

Reply ; If the purpose (phala) has self-validity, why
not admit the same for the 'vastiT also?  Iftirs is not
accepted, the validity of the 'sadhana jnana' must be
dependent on the 'artha kriya'.  And the validity of the
^artha kriya* will have to be determined by the 'sadhana
jnana\ To recognise the validity of one, we have to as-
sume the validity of another.  And when validity is esta-
blished, there arises activity; and when activity is there,
validity is established. This is the fallacy of mutual de-
pendence.

We cannot say that activity arises to determine vali-
dity; for all cognitions are free from ambiguity or doubt.

Objection : Activity need not arise in all cases only
to determine validity. It may so arise only in certain cases.
In examining silver we proceed through   'nirikshana'
'dahaaa', ^chedana" and "nigliarshaaa7 and thus establish it
to be silver.

RepSy : 'In such cases, we hav^ to say that only one
of these gives rise to the cognition, and that the others are
intended to reject the obstruction to the cognition. When